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SUPREME COURT OF Tht£ STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF KINGS 


KFJSl lA AND REWS , EIGK KEA RSE. OEEQUAN 
ANDREWS, A^H^^|(an infant), by his 

mother & KHISI lA ANDRIAVS, 

i a|BIB| an infanO. b her 

iKUur^iiardiau, KEISI lA ANDREWS nnd A|m 
inlhni), by hei mother & natural guardian. 
KEISHA ANDREWS, 


PJainiifls, 


fridex No: 
[;)ate Filed: 


Plaintiffs designate 
KINGS COUNTY 
as tlie place of trial 


-against- 


The basis of the venue is; 
Place where cause of action 
arose 


THE CITY OF NEW YORK, POLICE OFFICER 
JONATHAN RIVERA (Tax // 949550; Shield # 6577) 
and POLICE OFFICERS JOHN DOE 1-10, 


lOefendaiUs. 

............ 

Lo the above named defendant(s): 


SUMMONS 


'fhe plaintiffs reside at; 
Kings County, New York 


YOU ARE HEREBY SUMMONED to answer the complaint in this action and to serve a 
copy of your answer, or, if the complaint is not served with this summons, to serve a notice of 
appearance on the Plaintiffs’ Attorney within twenty days after the service of this summons, 
exclusive of the day of service (or within (liirly (30) days after the service is complete iihhis 
summons is not personally delivered to you within the State of New York); and in case ol'youi 
failure to appear, judgment will be taken against 3 'ou by default for the relief demanded in — 
complaint set forth below. 


Dated; Brooklyn, New York 
February 15, 2017 



Yours, etc 


THE CITY OF NEW YORK 


Attorney IjSr Plaintirf(s) 

25 Bond J?)treet, 3*^’ Floor 
Brooklyn, New York 1 1201 
(718) 243-0994 


C/0 New York City Corporation Counsel 
100 Church Street 
New York, N,Y. 10007 
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SUPREME COURT OF THE Sl’ATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY 01< KINGS 

.-....X Index No. 

KFdSHA ,\NDR!^, ERIK KHAR SB, DEEQUAN 
ANDREWS, inliint), by ills 

mother & natiiralguard^i, KEISHA ANDREW'S, 

ini am), by hev mother & 

iiammWuaidian, KEISHA ANDREWS and aBHUH 
VlHRan infant), by her molhcr &. natural guardian., 

KEISHA ANDREWTS, 

PlaintilTs., 


-against- COMPLAINT 

THE CITY OF NEW YORK, POLICE OFFICER 
JONATHAN RIVEIU\ (Tax # 949550; Shield# 6577) 
and POLICE OFFICERS JOHN DOE 1-10, 

Defendanis 

.-...X 

KEISHA ANDREWS, ERIK KEARSE, DEEQIJAN ANDREWS, 

(an infant) by his mother & natural guardian KEISHA ANDREWS 
A^m|(an infant) by her mother & natural guardian KEISHA ANDREWS and 
AHmV)^^|(un infant) by her mother & natural guardian KEISHA ANDREV/S 
(hereinafter "plaintiffs"), by their atlorney(s), THE LAW OFFICES OF WALE 
MOSAKU. P.C., complaining of the defendants THE Cl'fY OF NEW YORK, PC)E1CE 
OFFICER RIVERA (Tax # 949550; Shield # 6577) and POLICE OFFICERS JOHN 
DOE 1-10 (collectively referred to as "the defendants"), upon information and belief, 
alleges as follows: 

NAT URE OF TH E ACd'ION 

1. Thi.s is an action at law to redress tlie deprivation oJ'rights secured t,;) 

each plaintiff under color of statute, ordinance, regulation, cu.stom; 
and/or to redress the deprivation of rights, privileges, and immunities 
secured to each plaintiff by the Fourth, Infth and Fourteenth 
Amendments to tlie Constitution of the United States, and by 'fide 42 
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U.S.C. §§ 1982. 1983 and 1985; unci ai’ising under the law and 
statutes of the City and/or Staie of New York. 

THB PAR'IdkS 

2. At all times material to this complaint, each plaintiff was, and s'.ill is, 
a resident of the City of New Yorf, who at all times material and 
relevant to this complaint resided, and still resides,, in Kings County, 
City and State of New York. 

3. At all relevant times, defendants POLlCfi OFl'lCER RIVFRA ( I a.x il 
949550; Shield 6577) and POldCK OFFICERS JOHN DOF 1 -1(' 
(collectively referred to as "the defendant officers"), of the New York 
City Police Department (hereinafter "NYPD"), upon information and 
belief, were, and still are, law en.forcemeat ofFiccrs in the employ of 
the NYPD. 

4. At all times hci'cin, the defendant officers were employed as lav\' 
enforcement officers of the NYPD. and vecre acting under the color 
of their official capacity, and their acts were performed under color of 
the statute,s and ordinances of the City of New YorK and/or the State 
of New York. The defendant officers were the servants, agents, and 
employees of their co-defendant, tlie City of New York, so that their 
acts are imputed to the City of New York and the NYPD, 

5. At all relevant times, the defendant City of New York w'as/i.s a 
municipal corporation of the Slate of New York, and was/is the 
employer of the dcfendanl officers, Ihrough its Police Department, 
namely the MYl’D, and the actions of the defendant officer.s 
complained of herein were done as part of the custcmi, practice, 
usage, regulation and/or direction of the City of New York, 

6. Each plaintiff sues all defendants in their individual and official 
capacities, 

SA'flSFACTIQN OF THB P F lOCEDlJRAL PREREQU ISI TES FO R S UN' 

7. All conditions precedent to filing of this action have been complied 
with; on xVlarch 24, 2016, within ninety days after the daim(s) 
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8 . 


9. 


10 , 


12 . 


13. 


alleged in Ihis complaint arose, a written notice ol claim, sworn to by 
each plaintili'and/or hi.s/her representative, was served upon the 
cleiendant City of New York by personal delivery of the notice in 
duplicate, to the person designated by law as one to whom a 
summons issued against such party may be delivej'ed in an action in 
the applicable Courts, PlaintilfKeisha Andrews' claim was assigned 
Claim No. 2016F1011324. Plaintilf Deccjuan Andrews' claim was 
assigned Claim No. 2016PJ011323. PlainlilTflllA^mclaim 
was assigned Claim No. 2016P10] 1327. Plainii.ff 
claim w'as assigned Claim No, 20 16PI011325. Plaintiff AjjHIHli 
IvJHelairn was assigned Claim Mo, 201 6P101 1326, The plalntilT 
Erik Kcar.se was not assigned a claim number. 

At [east thirty days have elap.sed .since the service of the above- 
mentioned notice of claim, and adjustment or payment of the claim 
has been neglected or refused. 

Tliis action, pursuant to New York State and City I,.aw, has been 
commenced within one year and ninety days after Ihe happening of 
the event upon v/liieh the claim is biased, 

[■'ACT U AL ALLEGATl ONS 

On or about February 25, 2016, at apiproximately 05:30 p.m., there 
was a shooting incident in the aallway adjacent to the premises 
known and described as 611 Blake Avenue, #1H, Elrooklyn, New 
York 11207 (hereinafter "subject premises"). 

At the time of the incident, all of the plaintiffs resided at the subjeci 
premises, with the exception of the plaintiff Erik Kearse. 

Following the shooting, the plaintiff Keisha Andrews opened up he • 
front door, ajul discovered the victi.n (a young man named Terrence 
Bisliop ("Bishop")) lying on the hallway floor adjacent to hei- fronl 
door, 

Subsequently, the defendant officers arrived at the scene. At the liine 
the respondent officers arrived at the scene. Bishop's body was stil.1 
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located on the hallway lloor adjacent to the plaint!Os' front door, No 
part of Bishop's body was within Ihe subject premises, 

14. However, the plaiiitiffs Brik Kearse, Decquan Andrews, 

Afim r'tHH 

within the subject premises at the iime oflhe shooting incident, were 
taken by the defendant officers to the 75th precinct without their 
consent and against their will, 

15. Prior to being taken to the 75th precinct, when the plaintiff Decquan 
Aadi'ew.s protes'.ed, informing the defendant ofl’icers that the 
plaintiffs could iot be compelled to go to the 75th precinct as the 
.shooting incident occurred outside oflhe subject premises, and the 
plaintiffs did noi witness said shooting, he was arrested and placed in 
handcuffs, 

16. When the othei plaintiffs observed that the plaintilTDecquan 
Andrews had been placed in handcuffs for refusing to go to thc 
precinct voluntarily, they realized lhat they would suffer the same 
fate, and as such, were compelled to go to the 75th precinct by the 
defendant office;rs. 

17. I'he plaintiJTs were transported in an NYPD van to the 75th precinct 
by the defendant officers. 

18. Upon arrivEil at the 75th precinct, Ihe plaintiffs were taken into a 
room, and compelled to remain there under armed guard until they 
were reteEised at approximately 11 :()0 p.m, that night, 

19. Upon their release, the plaintiffs returned to the subject premises, bai 
were prevented i/oni entering into (he subject premises by the 
defendant officers until Eipproximarely 03:00 a.m. on February 29, 
2016. 

20. During the period that the plaintiff:; were illegally baj’red from the 
subject premises, the plaintiff Keisha Andrews, who suffers from, 
epilepsy, was prevented from retrieving her medication from the 
subject premise,s, and as a result, suffered multiple epileptic seizures, 
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21. Upon finally being allowed access lo llie subject premises^ the 
plaintiffs discovered that the subject i)rcrni.ses had been subjected to 
an illegal and unlawful search, during which the entirety of the 
premises was ransacked, up-ended, and personal properly destroyed. 

22. Due to the hict fiat .she was preveitied from gaining access to the 
subject premises, the plaintiff K.eisha Andrews wa.s unable to go to 
work for three (3) days, and as such, lost income at the I'ate of 
$130,00 per day. for a total of $390,00. 

CAUSE OF ACTION: UN l.A WFUL ENTRY/.SI/ARCII UNDfR 42 LJAj^C ^ 

1983 

23. By this reference^, each plaintil'f incoi'porates each and every 
allegation and averment set forth in paragraphs 1 through 22 ol'lhis 
complaint as though fully set forth berein, 

24. d'hal the defendants unlawfully entc-red into the subject premises 
without the plaintiffs permission or consent, even though they did not 
have a warrant issued by a coml of competent jurisdiction that 
permitted tlicm to do so. 

25. Upon unlawfully entering into the subject premises, the defendants 
searched and/or caused each plaintiff and/or his/her property to be 
searched, vrithoui any individualized reasonable suspicion that the 
plaintiffs were concealing weapon,s or contraband, 

26. As a result of the foregoing, each plaintiff and/or his/her propert)' 
was/were subjected to an illegal anrl improper search. 

27. d’he foregoing unlawful search vioiiited each plaintiffs constitutional 
right to privacy, as guaranteed by the Fourth, Fifth and Fourteenth 
Amendments to the United States Constitution, 

CA USEfS) OF A CT1(3 N: FALSE A R KEST AND F AI AE [.MPRISONMEN T UNDEK 
4 2 U.S.C 5 1983/NEW YORK S3 ATE LAW 

28. By this refei'ence, each plaintiff incorporates each and every 
allegation and averment set forth in paragraphs 1 through 27 of this 
complahit as '.hough fully set forth herein. 
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29 


30 


31, 


32. 


33 


34. 


35, 


36. 


'Hie above-described respective arrest, detention and imprisonincnl ol' 
each plaintilTwcre without just or probable cause and without any 
vvari'ant or legal process directing or authorizing each plaiiUiiTs arrest 
or subsequent detention. 

As a resuit of each plaintiff.s above-described false arrest and 
detention, he/shc has been caused to suffer huniiliution, great mental 
and pliysical anguish, enibarrassnicnt and scorn among tiiosc wiio 
know him.dier, vras prevented from attending to his/her neces.sary 
affairs, and lias been caused to incur legal expenses, and has been 
otherwise damaged in his.dier character and reputation. 

Consequently, the plaintiff has beei damaged and hereby deniand.s 
compensatory and punitive damages in an amount to be proven tit 
trial against etich of the defendants, individually and severally. 

The defendant officers were at all material times acting within the 
scope of their employment, anrl as such, the defendant City is 
vicariously liable for the defendant officers acts as described above, 
'fhis action falls vshthin one or more of the exceptions of the New 
York Slate Civil Practice Law and Rules §1602, 

CAUSE O F ACTION: FAK.URE TO 1NTERV1': KE IJN ljlrR 42 LI.S.C i? 1 983 
By this reference, each plaintiff incorponites each and every 
allegation and averment set forth in paragraphs 1 through 33 of this 
complaint as though fully set forth lierein. 

Each and every individual defendant had an affirmative duty to 
intervene on each plaintiff’s behalf to prevent the violation to his/her 
coirstitutional rights, as more fully set forth above. 

The individual defendants failed to intervene on each plaintiffs 
behalf to prevent the violation of his/her constitutio.:ial rights, despite 
having had a reah.stic and reasonable opportunity to do so. 

As a consequence of said defendants' actions, each plaintiff sufl'ercc 
loss of liberty, humiliation, mental anguish, depression, loss of wage.s 
from work, and his/her con.stitutional rights were violated. Each 
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plaintiff hereby demands compensatory damages and punitive 
damages, in tlie amount of to be determined at trial, against each of 
the defendants, individually and severally, 


WHEREFORE, each plaintiff prays for judgment against the defendants, individually and 
severally, as follows; for compensatory damages against each defendant in an amount to 
be proven at trial; for exemplary and punitive damages against each defendant in an 
amount to be proven at trial; for costs and expenses of suit herein, including each 
plaintiffs reasonable attorney's lees; for pre-judgment and post-judgment interest; all in a 
sum of money that exceeds the Jurisdiction of all lower Courls, and for such other and 


furlher relief as this ccnirt deems just and appropriate. 
Dated: Brooklyn, New York 



(718) 243-0994 
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SUPREME COIJRI' OF 'FHE STA'/E OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF KINGS 


KEISHA AN DRI-WS , ERIK KEAR SE, DEEQIJAN 
ANDREWS, SHi infant), by his 

iDoRje^^MLiralyuaiiliM, KEiSH/V ANDREWS, 

Infant), by her mother^ 
natura^uardian, KEISFIA ANDREWS and A^^^l 
Mj^^Bfan infant), by her mollier & natural guardian, 
KEISHA ANDREWS, 


"X index No, 


-against- 


Plaintiffs, 


THE CITY OF NEW YORK, POLICE OFFICER 
JONATHAN RIVERA (Tax H 949.5.50; Shield # 6577) 
and POLICE OFFICERS JOHN DOE l-IO, 

Defendants. 


The undersigned attorney does hereby certify: 


ATTORNEY 
CERTIFICA'FION 
1‘URSUANTTO 22 NYCRR 
Part 13 0-1.1(c) 


X 


That I am the attorney for the plaintiffs and duly admitted to practice law before the 
Courts of the State of New York. 1 do hereby provide tlii.s signed certifcation pursuant to 
22 NYCRR Part 130-1.1 (c), that the papers that I have served, filed or submitted to the 
Court in this action are not frivolous. 


Dated: Brooklyn, New York 
F’ebruary 15, 201 7 



(718)243-0994 
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SUPREME COURT 03? THE STATE OF NEW YOIOC 
COUNTY OF KINGS Index No.: 


KEISHA ANDREWS, ERIK iKEARSE, DEEQUAN ANDREWS, SI 
(an infanl:) , by his mother & natural guardian, KEISHA 


ANDREWS, .1. 



|{an infant) , by her mother & 


natural gxiardian, BCEISHA ANDREWS and 
infant), by her mother & natural guardian, KEISHA ANDREWS, 


Plaintiff (s), 


-against- 


THE CITY OF NEW YORK, POLICE OFFICER JOimTHAN RIVERA (Tax # 
949550; Shield # 6577) and POLICE OFFICERS JOHN DOE 1-10, 

Defendant(s). 


SUMMONS AND COMPLAINT 


LA.W OFFICES OF WALE MOSAKU, P.C. 
Attorney(s) for Plaintiff(s) 

25 Bond Street, 3'^'^ Floor 
Brooklyn, New York 11201 
(718) 243-0994 


To: 


Service o:f: a copy of the within 
is hereby admitted. 

Datiiid:.. 200 


Attorneys foir Defendant (s) 
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